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(57) ABSTRACT 

Described is a method for propagating the fault information 
on a Resilient Packet Ring network, Wherein each Resilient 
Packet Ring netWork elernent sends periodically a keep 
alive message containing the fault information to its neigh 
bor elements on both the ringlet directions, in order to 
inform the neighbor elements that the netWork element is 
Working or to propagate the information about the detected 
fault. Once that a fault noti?cation is propagated, every 
netWork element has to Wait some time before undertaking 
the necessary steps in order to be sure that the fault noti? 
cation is persistent. 
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METHOD FOR PROPAGATING THE FAULT 
INFORMATION IN A RPR NETWORK AND 

CORRESPONDING RPR PACKET 

INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE OF 
PRIORITY DOCUMENT 

[0001] This application is based on, and claims the bene?t 
of, Italian Patent Application No. MI2001A002088 ?led on 
Oct. 10, 2001, which is incorporated by reference herein. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

[0002] 1. Field of the Invention 

[0003] The present invention relates to the ?eld of the 
RPR (Resilient Packet Ring) networks, and more precisely 
to a method for propagating the fault information on a RPR 
network and to the corresponding packet. 

[0004] 2. Description of the Prior Art 

[0005] In IEEE 802.17 RPR (Resilient Packet Ring) a new 
technology is being de?ned by the IEEE Standardization 
Institute, for optimiZing the employment of band which is 
available for the transport of packets on ring networks, 
hereunder de?ned RPR networks, in particular in the conteXt 
of MAN (Metropolitan Area Networks), for instance 
described in the general aspects in the article “Resilient 
Packet Rings for Metro Networks”, Global Optical Com 
munication, Pages 142-146, authors N. Cole, J. Hawkins, M. 
Green, R. Sharma, K. Vasani, available to the public in the 
Internet web site http://www.rpralliance.org/. 

[0006] The ringlet technology can be based for instance 
upon physical layers of transport SDH, SONET or Ethernet, 
where the packets of the RPR networks are physically 
transported. 
[0007] As illustrated in FIG. 1, a known RPR network is 
based on a con?guration of dual counter rotating ringlets, a 
clockwise direction inner ringlet, indicated by a grey color, 
and a counter-clockwise direction outer ringlet, indicated by 
a black color. Both the ringlets are used to transport data 
and/or control RPR packets among a series of RPR stations. 
For instance, with reference to FIG. 1, in a series of RPR 
network elements, from A to F. 

[0008] A RPR packet is meant a frame of layer-2 of the 
known stack ISO-OSI or TCP-IP. The RPR control packets 
are designed to carry out the known RPR functions, the 
so-called “topology discovery , protection switching” and 
“bandwidth management” functions. 

[0009] The “topology discovery” function is based on a 
mechanism which allows to each RPR ringlet station to 
identify and localiZe all the other stations and their distances. 
When an RPR station inserts a new RPR packet into the 
ringlet, it selects the inner or outer ringlet in order to follow 
the shortest path towards the RPR destination station, in 
terms of number of RPR stations to be crossed, according to 
the network topology. 

[0010] The function of “protection switching” allows to 
guarantee the so-called “resiliency”, that is the protection 
capacity at RPR packet level, through a reaction within a 
pre-established period of time (50 ms) from a fault detection. 
In case of fault in the RPR network, the RPR control packets 
of the “protection switching” function are used to implement 
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an APS type protocol (Automatic Protection Switching). 
Both the known “wrapping protection” mechanism, that is 
conceptually similar to the known MS-Spring SDH system 
applied in the RPR layer, and “steering protection” mecha 
nism, conceptually similar to the known transoceanic MS 
SPRING system applied in the RPR level, are supported. 

[0011] The RPR control packets for bandwidth manage 
ment in the RPR ringlet are used to guarantee an adequate 
access to the ringlet among the various RPR stations, 
independently from the physical location in the ringlet. 

[0012] The RPR technology allows the spatial re-use of 
the band, by supporting the function of “destination strip 
ping”: namely, a unicast RPR packet is removed from the 
ringlet of the RPR destination station without traveling the 
whole ringlet, thus leaving the remaining path available for 
re-use thereof. On the contrary, the multicast, or broadcast or 
unicast RPR packets whose RPR destination station is not on 
that ringlet can be subjected to the “source stripping”, 
namely they can be removed from the same RPR source 
station after having traveled through the whole ringlet. A 
“time to live” procedure is also used to avoid that the RPR 
packets circulate in the ringlet inde?nitely. 

[0013] Even if the format of a RPR packet has not yet been 
standardiZed in detail, the format of the RPR packet com 
prises a header and a payload. The payload contains the data, 
namely the high level information to be transported. The 
header, on the contrary, requires at least the following ?elds: 

[0014] identi?cation address of the RPR destination 
station; 

[0015] identi?cation address of the RPR source sta 
tion; 

[0016] frame type, in order to distinguish among the 
various types of RPR packets of user’s data, control 
or other speci?c RPR frames; 

[0017] type of protocol to identify the type of infor 
mation that is transported in the payload; 

[0018] “time to live” TTL: maXimum number of 
nodes, where the packet can be propagated in the 
network, in order to avoid that the RPR packets 
circulate in the ringlet inde?nitely; 

[0019] Ringlet ID: it identi?es the path of the outer or 
inner ringlet, where the RPR packet is inserted; 

[0020] CoS, in order to identify the class of service 
for the RPR packet, namely its priority. 

[0021] Some protection mechanisms of the RPR packets at 
packet level in the RPR network are known. Said protection 
mechanisms have to intervene in order to solve the fault 
situations in a very short period of time, typically 50 ms. 

[0022] There is, therefore, the problem that the fault 
information exchange among the RPR network elements has 
to be particularly rapid and effective, in order to allow to all 
the network RPR elements to react immediately to guarantee 
the elimination of the fault in a very short period of time (50 
ms). 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

[0023] The object of the present invention is therefore to 
solve the above said problems and to indicate a method to 
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propagate the fault information in a RPR network Which 
allows to implement a logical information channel that is 
continuous and dedicated to the exchange of fault informa 
tion on both the RPR ringlets. 

[0024] According to the present invention, each RPR 
netWork element sends periodically a “keep-alive” message 
(in the form of a RPR control packet) containing the fault 
information to the neighbor elements in both the ringlet 
directions. This message has the dual function of: 

[0025] informing the neighbor elements that the net 
Work element is Working: in such a Way a fault can 
be declared if the “keep-alive” message is not 
received for a certain period of time; 

[0026] propagating the fault information regarding 
the detected fault. 

[0027] The forWarding of the “keep-alive” message com 
prises a synchronous forWarding of a periodical message 
With a certain ?xed timing, usually to regenerate the previ 
ous messages and an asynchronous forWarding of messages 
una tantum to report indications of a just generated fault. 

[0028] Besides, once that a fault noti?cation is propagated, 
every netWork element has to Wait some time before under 
taking the necessary steps, in order to be sure that the fault 
noti?cation is persistent. 

[0029] Another object of the present invention is to de?ne 
the format of the RPR control packet bringing the “keep 
alive” message. 

[0030] In order to achieve these objects, the present inven 
tion relates to a method to propagate the fault information on 
a RPR netWork and the to the corresponding RPR packet, as 
better illustrated in the claims, Which are an integral part of 
the present description. 

[0031] The method to propagate the fault information on 
a RPR netWork according to the present invention has the 
main advantage of providing a continuous RPR information 
channel. This alloWs to the RPR netWork elements to be 
rapidly informed about the fault also in the case some 
“keep-alive” protection messages are lost. 

[0032] Asecond advantage is that the method according to 
the present invention does not require further corrective 
actions by the algorithm of “topology discovery” to detect 
the presence of a fault and its localiZation. 

[0033] A third advantage is due to the fact that in case of 
tWo or more contemporaneous faults With different priori 
ties, no unnecessary “protection sWitching”, due to a tran 
sitory condition, is implemented thanks to the checking 
mechanism of the persistency of the fault indication. 

[0034] Further objects and advantages of the present 
invention Will become clear from the folloWing detailed 
description of an embodiment thereof and from the attached 
draWings, given by Way of a non-limiting example. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

[0035] 
[0036] FIG. 1 illustrates the structure of a knoWn RPR 
netWork, already described above; 

In the draWings: 
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[0037] FIG. 2 illustrates the information sent in a fault 
free case, according to the present invention; 

[0038] FIG. 3 illustrates the information sent in case of a 
single-fault ringlet, the fault resulting in a break of both the 
routes among the same netWork elements; 

[0039] FIG. 4 illustrates the information sent in case of a 
tWo-fault ringlet, each one resulting in a break of both the 
routes among the same netWork elements; 

[0040] FIG. 5 illustrates the information sent in case of 
single-fault ringlet and the break of only one route in a 
direction; 
[0041] FIG. 6 illustrates the information sent in case of 
dual local fault detected by the same netWork element; 

[0042] FIGS. 7 and 8 illustrates respectively a time dia 
gram and an example of inner circuit in a netWork element 
for the generation of fault information messages. 

BEST MODE FOR CARRYING OUT THE 
INVENTION 

[0043] Hereunder, there is the description of a method to 
propagate the fault information in a RPR netWork Which is 
the subject of the present invention. 

[0044] As already said, a continuous information logical 
channel is implemented Which is dedicated to the fault 
information exchange on both the RPR ringlets. 

[0045] Each RPR netWork element sends periodically a 
“keep-alive” message containing the fault information to the 
adjacent elements in both the directions of ringlet. This 
message has the dual function of: 

[0046] informing the neighbor elements that the net 
Work element is Working: in such a Way, a fault can 
be declared if the “keep-alive” message is not 
received for a certain period of time; 

[0047] propagating the protection information 
regarding the detected fault. 

[0048] The forWarding of the “keep-alive” message com 
prises a synchronous forWarding of a periodical message 
With a certain ?xed timing (for instance one signal at each 
millisecond), usually to regenerate the previous messages 
and an asynchronous forWarding of una-tantum messages to 
report the just generated fault indications. 

[0049] Afault is alWays detected in the incoming direction 
and is alWays considered bidirectional, namely if a fault is 
detected in the incoming direction, also the transmission 
direction of the other ringlet is declared faulted. 

[0050] It is knoWn that the detection technique of faults on 
the RPR ringlet is Well-knoWn and is not the subject of the 
present invention Which has the object to propagate the fault 
information on a RPR ringlet. 

[0051] As hereunder explained in detail With reference to 
FIGS. 7 and 8, the generic netWork element can be in tWo 
situations according to the point of occurring and/or detect 
ing of fault: in a ?rst case, if the fault is detected by the 
netWork element itself, the latter generates immediately (that 
is With the top priority) a “keep-alive” message Which 
forWards the fault information and sends it immediately to 
the neighbor elements in both the directions; in a second 
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case, if the fault has been detected by another element Which 
has sent a “keep-alive” message, the element in question 
propagates it by regenerating it immediately to the neighbor 
elements of the ringlet in the same direction of reception. In 
such a Way, the fault detection information is rapidly bi 
directionally propagated in the ringlet. 

[0052] The type of propagated information depends on the 
number of faults and the respective priority. In the presence 
of multiple faults, only the fault With the higher priority is 
noti?ed, namely each RPR netWork element regenerates the 
“keep-alive” message, by taking the decision about Which 
one of the fault indications is to be con?rmed as per the 
respective priority, as hereunder explained. 

[0053] Once that a fault noti?cation is propagated, every 
netWork element has to Wait a certain time (of any milli 
seconds) before taking the necessary steps, in order to be 
sure that the fault noti?cation is persistent, that is it is not 
replaced by another fault indication With a higher priority. 

[0054] After this period of time, the fault is considered as 
persistent: then, the protection sWitching method of data 
traf?c in the RPR ringlet Will be established. 

[0055] Each netWork element controls the incoming part 
of both the ringlets for a direct fault detection. 

[0056] As far as the format of the RPR packet Which 
contains the “keep-alive” message is concerned, the packet 
is of the control type and as already said, it is sent by the 
netWork element in both the outgoing directions on tWo 
ringlets. 
[0057] The part of header of the “keep-alive” message 
(With reference to the generic format described in the 
introduction) contains at least the folloWing data in the ?elds 
that are of interest for the method according to the present 
invention: 

[0058] identi?cation of the RPR destination station: 
broadcast; 

[0059] Frame type: RPR control packet; 

[0060] protocol type: it identi?es the protection pro 
tocol; 

[0061] “time-to-live” TTL=1: the packet is regener 
ated in the neXt netWork element; 

[0062] C05: class of service (namely, priority), With 
subsequent generation and forWarding in the shortest 
period of time foreseen by the general system 
(knoWn per se) for the generation of the RPR pack 
ets. 

[0063] On the contrary, the part of payload of the “keep 
alive” message contains the folloWing information: 

[0064] MAC address of the RPR netWork element 
Which detects the fault: this ?eld is placed at logic 
Zero in case of absence of faults (as also shoWn in 
FIG. 2); 

[0065] fault type: also this ?eld is placed at logic Zero 
in case of fault absence; 

[0066] direction indicator; it is placed at logic 1 in the 
issuance direction Which is opposite to the fault 
detection place (type of KAD message in FIG. 3), 
and at logic 0 in the ringlet direction Where the fault 
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is detected (type of KAmessage in FIG. 3); this ?eld 
is used to identify the direction (Which of the tWo 
ringlets) Where the fault has occurred; also this ?eld 
is placed at logic Zero on both the directions in case 
of fault absence. 

[0067] As already said, to each type of fault a priority is 
associated. For example, folloWing priorities from bottom to 
top in the various types of fault are implemented: 

[0068] no fault; 

[0069] Wait-to-restore WTR: it is generated to restore 
the fault and indicates the Waiting time interval to 
restore completely the connection after the repairing 
of the fault and When the repair has become stable; 
it is generated in case of restoring after a single fault; 

[0070] manual protection sWitching: it is manually 
implemented by the operator; this condition can be 
eliminated from the netWork in case of a fault of 
higher priority; 

[0071] 
[0072] lack of signal: due to a line break (for instance 

due to a ?ber cut); 

signal degrade; 

[0073] forced protection sWitching: this condition is 
forced by the operator in a persistent manner. 

[0074] As already said, in general in the presence of 
multiple faults, only the fault With the highest priority is 
noti?ed (namely regenerated by each netWork element), 
While the others are rejected; only in the case of contempo 
rary faults of forced sWitching type and lack of signal, these 
faults can co-eXist on the same ringlet, as tWo equal fault 
indications can be co-eXisting. 

[0075] Then, in case of multiple faults, all the netWork 
elements Which detect the fault directly have to issue a 
“keep-alive” message Which contains their MAC address 
and the fault type. The direction indicator shall be placed at 
logic 1 or 0 as above explained. 

[0076] In case of dual local fault detected by the same 
netWork element both on one and tWo adjacent routes on 
both the directions, each fault is signaled only in the 
direction Which is opposite (counter-rotating) to the detec 
tion direction. 

[0077] If for a certain period of time, a netWork element 
does not receive the “keep-alive” message from the neighbor 
element, the respective connection is considered in the 
condition of lack of signal, resulting in the issue of a 
corresponding signaling of fault. 

[0078] As already said, in the case of regeneration, each 
netWork element Which receives a fault noti?cation on a 

ringlet (in one direction) has to transmit it—by regenerating 
it immediately—to the neighbor element on the same ringlet 
(direction). If the same element Which receives a fault 
noti?cation also detects locally another fault, then that 
element shall transmit the fault noti?cation With a higher 
priority betWeen both the priorities, by rejecting the other. If 
these have the same priority, then the element shall propa 
gate the fault noti?cation detected locally. If the local fault 
is a forced sWitching or a lack of signal, the local fault is 
alWays propagated. 
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[0079] Once that a fault noti?cation is sent, all the “keep 
alive” messages—Which have been sent later—shall contain 
that fault noti?cation up to the replacement, as above said. 
This alloWs for a very fast reaction to the possible lost of a 
protection message. 

[0080] In the Figures from 2 to 5 some examples are 
shoWn of checking and generating situations of “keep-alive” 
messages. As in the FIG. 1, the tWo counter-rotating ringlets 
are respectively indicated by the grey color (inner ringlet 
With a clockWise rotation direction) and by the black color 
(outer ringlet With the counterclockwise rotation direction). 
Furthermore, in the Figures the contents of the message 
payload is shoWn. 

[0081] FIG. 2 shoWs the information sent in case of no 
fault: on both the ringlets, the various netWork elements 
generate the messages of periodical type With contents at 
logical Zero, as above said. 

[0082] FIG. 3 shoWs the information sent in case of a 
ringlet With a fault and a break of both the routes among the 
same netWork elements A and B. 

[0083] Both the nodes A and B put their MAC address in 
both the directions, being the elements Where the fault 
occurs. Later, the propagation of messages shall folloW the 
above said rules, therefore, on the outer ringlet (black) the 
MAC address Which is propagating shall be B, While on the 
inner ringlet (grey) it shall be A. As you can see, in this Way, 
all the elements are aWare of the fact that the fault occurred 
betWeen A and B. In this Way, the protection sWitching 
algorithm Will provide a sWitching in order to eXclude the 
direct route betWeenA and B and to re-route the traf?c on the 
remaining part betWeen B and A. 

[0084] Furthermore, A sets on the logical 1 the direction 
indicator bit in the counter-clockWise issuance direction 
(outer ringlet, black) and B sets it in the clockWise direction 
(inner ringlet, grey). 

[0085] In the part relating to the fault type, each element 
shall regenerate the indication as per the above description. 

[0086] FIG. 4 shoWs the information sent in case of ringlet 
With tWo faults, each fault resulting in a break of both the 
routes among the same netWork elements, the pair A and B, 
and the pair D and E, respectively. For each one of the tWo 
pairs, it is valid What said for the pairs A and B of FIG. 3. 
Being interrupted the routes Which are directed betWeen A 
and B and betWeen D and E, the algorithm of protection 
sWitching shall determine such a sWitching to eXclude these 
routes and to re-route the traf?c on the remaining routes 
A-F-E and B-C-D. 

[0087] FIG. 5 shoWs the information sent in the case of a 
ringlet With a fault and an interruption of traf?c in only one 
link, in only one direction. 

[0088] The faults detected on only one route of the pair are 
considered bidirectional for the data and unidirectional for 
the “keep-alive” messages. 

[0089] With reference to FIG. 5, this means that When an 
element A receives the noti?cation from the element B and 
the noti?cation becomes stable, the traffic betWeen the 
elementsA and B is cut, but the noti?cations from B to A are 
nevertheless transmitted. 
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[0090] Therefore, as far as the traf?c is concerned, this 
case is similar to the one of FIG. 3. 

[0091] With reference to FIG. 6, as above said, in the case 
of dual local fault detected by the same netWork element 
both on one and tWo adjacent links on both the directions, 
each one of the faults is signaled in the only direction Which 
is opposite (counter-rotating) to the direction of detection. 
Therefore, for eXample, if this occurs to the netWork element 
B, the later shall issue in the opposite route of the same 
connection a “keep-alive” message containing the fault 
indication concerning the other link of the same direction 
With MAC address MAC=B, and the direction indicator at 
logical 1. This for both the directions. 

[0092] As the fault noti?cations are immediately transmit 
ted, each netWork element has to “integrate” the noti?ca 
tions received before taking decisions on the data traf?c. 
This means that the element Waits for some time (for 
eXample some milliseconds) before considering the message 
as ?nal. The integration has to be implemented after the 
forWarding of the fault noti?cations to the neighbor ele 
ments. 

[0093] In case of contemporary faults With different pri 
orities, it is possible that an unWanted sWitching is per 
formed, oWing to the propagation time of transmitted mes 
sages. This is prevented by putting the integration time at 
least equal to the roundtrip time of a message on the Whole 
ringlet. 

[0094] With reference to FIGS. 7 and 8, the method for 
the generation of “keep-alive” messages in the case of 
connection betWeen the elements A and B (FIG. 1) Will be 
noW explained in detail. 

[0095] Each netWork element generates periodically, 
through a PER block containing a timer, a “keep-alive” 
message, Which, as already said, is sent to both the neighbor 
elements (black and grey arroWs in FIG. 8) either on both 
the transmission directions or on the only direction Where it 
has been received, according to the detection place of fault. 
The message is composed according to the de?nition of the 
respective above described ?elds. 

[0096] Even if said periodicity is usually equal in all the 
elements (for instance, 1 ms), the respective phase is not 
correlated, therefore, each element shall have an oWn instant 
for the generation of message independently from the other 
elements. Said message is at logical Zero under conditions of 
fault absence: in FIG. 7 this corresponds to the initial 
condition 0K1 outgoing from A and B (Out A, Out B), and 
then also at the inlet of B (In B). 

[0097] Let’s suppose that at a certain instant, the element 
A detects a fault shoWn by its inner block RIL: said fault 
signaling can originate from either another RPR netWork 
element through a “keep-alive” message, or from the inside 
of the same element, for instance generated by the physical 
transport layer (SDH), or directly detected as signal absence 
or absence of “keep-alive” message. 

[0098] The fault signal SET outgoing from RIL deter 
mines the generation by the block ASY, Which is Within A, 
of a “keep-alive” message F of asynchronous type (una 
tantum) Which shoWs the fault indication; this message F is 
immediately sent to the outlet of A (Out A), for instance the 
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one towards B, with the top priority. B receives it (In B) and 
regenerates it immediately towards the outlet (Out B). 

[0099] Also this “keep-alive” message, as already said, is 
sent either on both the transmission directions towards the 
both adjacent elements (black and grey arrows in FIG. 8) or 
only on the direction of receiving, according to the place of 
fault detection. 

[0100] Starting from this instant, each message outgoing 
from the PER block (at the outlets both of A and B), 
periodically sent, shows also said fault condition F received 
from ASY. In other words, ASY forces the message F into 
PER. This is valid till the fault condition at the outlet of RIL 
remains; its disappearance is considered as a reset RES for 
the block PER which restores the generation of a periodical 
“keep-alive” message at logical Zero (absence of faults), 
0K2 in FIG. 7, which is re-propagated on the ringlets as 
above described. 

[0101] The block RIL can detect the origin of the fault 
signaling, whether within the network element or outside it, 
at another element and to control the blocks PER and ASY 
in order to send the “keep-alive” message in only one 
direction or on both the directions. 

[0102] From the above said description, the man skilled in 
the art can, without giving other explanations, obtain all the 
necessary information for implementing the method to 
propagate the fault information on a RPR network, which is 
the subject of the present invention, and also the generation 
of the respective RPR packets and their circulation in the 
network, by utiliZing also the common general acknowledge 
of the already known RPR transport techniques. 

We claim: 

1. A method for propagating a fault information in a 
Resilient Packet Ring telecommunication network, the net 
work comprising a number of Resilient Packet Ring network 
elements interconnected by links and forming two counter 
rotating ringlets, wherein packets circulate in two opposite 
directions, wherein a continuous logical information channel 
is implemented, the channel being dedicated to the fault 
information exchange on both the Resilient Packet Ring 
ringlets, wherein each Resilient Packet Ring network ele 
ment sends keep-alive messages containing the fault infor 
mation to the adjacent elements in the network. 

2. The method according to claim 1, wherein the step of 
sending keep-alive messages comprises a synchronous for 
warding of periodical messages, and an asynchronous for 
warding of una-tantum messages to report the just generated 
fault indications, wherein said messages have the top prior 
ity. 

3. The method according to claim 2, wherein, for each 
network element: 

if a fault is detected by the network element itself, the 
latter issues a keep-alive message which is sent to the 
ringlet adjacent elements in both the directions; 

if a fault has been detected by another element which has 
sent a keep-alive message, said element propagates it 
by regenerating it to the further elements of the ringlet 
in the same direction of receiving. 
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4. The method according to claim 1, wherein 

each RPR network element which receives a keep-alive 
message containing fault information, transmits it by 
immediately regenerating it; 

said faults have different priorities, 

in case wherein said element detects locally another fault, 
it will transmit the fault information having the higher 
priority and discard the other, 

if these have the same priority, then the element will 
propagate the fault noti?cation locally detected, and 

said fault information is sent also in the neXt messages up 
to the replacement thereof either by a higher priority 
fault indication or by an indication of fault repaired. 

5. The method according to claim 4, wherein each Resil 
ient Packet Ring network element which receives a fault 
information waits for a certain period of time before con 
sidering the message as ?nal, in order to be sure that the fault 
noti?cation is persistent and not replaced by another fault 
indication with higher priority. 

6. The method according to claim 5, wherein a Resilient 
Packet Ring network element which detects a fault indica 
tion regarding an incoming direction on a ringlet, considers 
also the parallel direction outgoing from the other ringlet as 
faulted. 

7. The method according to claim 1, characteriZed in that 
said keep-alive messages are sent under the form of RPR 
control packets comprising a header and a payload, wherein 
each packet contains at least the following information: 

a) in the header: 

identi?cation of the destination RPR network element: 
broadcast type; 

type of protection protocol; 

regenerated packet in the neXt network element (“time 
to-live” TTL=1); 

class of service (CoS) or top priority; 

b) in the payload: 

MAC address of the RPR network element which 
detects the fault; 

type of fault; 

direction indicator wherein the fault has occurred. 
8. The method according to claim 7, wherein, in case of 

absence of faults, said MAC address and said type of fault 
are set to logical Zero; and wherein said direction indicator: 
is set to logical one in the issuance direction which is 
opposite to the fault detection direction, and to logical 0 in 
the ringlet direction where the fault is detected; furthermore, 
it is set to logical Zero on both the directions in case of fault 
absence. 

9. The method according to claim 4, wherein in the case 
of dual local fault detected by the network element itself, 
both on one and two adjacent links on both the directions, 
each fault is signaled in the only direction which is opposite 
(counter-rotating) the one of detection. 

10. Resilient Packet Ring telecommunications network 
comprising means for implementing the method for the 
propagation of fault information in a Resilient Packet Ring 
network according to claim 1. 

* * * * * 


